tes Claim.

Latter Alsa Sustamed By Wrxter§
On Intemﬁtlonal Law.

{ "

; (From Our Snec!# Gﬁrresmndent)

Charles B. Warren, Esq., of Detroit,
‘one of counsel for the United States

in the North Atlantic coast fishery ar-

bitration  now ‘befors the permanent

‘court of arbitration at The Hague; has

Jt'ﬂ closed a . Mﬂ! Pfo;ﬂuﬂon of tween the two nations provided- thers
the United States’ mdo of question five | was to be @
of the special agreement between Great admitted juris@qﬁﬁnq’within the three
Britain and the ‘United States. “From mile limit,
‘where must be a‘nsund? thp}, ‘thr’elz
marme miles of uly of ‘the coasts,

| bays, creeks or
tho arlneh one

rs ref:rmd to in

thmrﬁfy of 18181"
....i...

Mr. Warren

| question for the United
| closing it on the followin;
ternoon,.

tates and
Monday af-

{ Throﬂgho’ut his ﬂ‘hcﬂ? presentatiofi

he confined mimlfﬂm‘ly to the facts
in evidence and their application to
question five, an abﬁr, earnestly and
logically did %@. dress himself at all
times to the task at” hand, that
throughout all ‘thé ddys of his argu-

| k‘em hi§ argument on.
| Tuesday afternoon, J'W ‘6*opening this

iJunsdnetmn Over Large Outer Bays
Never Claimed by Great Britain,
The Amerinan case further claims
‘that the extent .of the “bays, creeks
‘or harbors of His anﬁxc Majesty’s
- dominions in. A,m

48 | determined pt bY ,asreement N

iy extensio

n beyond the’

Counsel midﬁ%hcm had been no.
claim of jurls;!ictj,on over the larger
outer bays on the part of Great Bri-
tain and he ‘as ted .the counsel for
Great. Britain mg,poxn; out in the dog-
uments before the trihlmal where any
claim- of - thendga Jurisdiction.  over.

as against the fishermen of the:Uni-
ted States by Greéat Britain, and of
which .‘the U'nlted Stx&es was ever
notified.

On the c'ontmi‘y it was beyond dis-

and harbors Of i Britannic Majes-

» {ipatrick; a member of the tribunal,

I

* could not be

bute understood that ‘the.bays, creeks it

ty's dominions in America were those!
Within the Rﬂﬂsl um!ts and there- *wlde at their mouths were open wa-
fore necessary six’ marine miles ﬂ,rFﬁP‘! and part of the high seas.

> XU rom fishing wi!hln’
| such triangle, which was a concession
limade to Great Britain by the words of
lithe treaty,
At the reguest of Sir Char]es I"H:z—
-
|| Warren illustrated the claim of ﬁg
{United States by a chart, using St
iiGeorge’s hay, Newtoundlaud and Bay
i Chaleur as jHustrations

Bayc More Than Six Mllos Wlde Open
Waters and Part of High Seas.

By .the terms of the treaty of 1783,

the subjects. of the United States en-
Joyed, co-extensively with the sub-
jects of Great Britain, all rights of fish-
mg ‘exeept the right to dry and cure
ifish on the shores of Newfoundland,
and there was no question raised about
the extent of the jurisdiction oyer bays
{las such, nor was there between that

ciftime and 1812, because from the time

0f the making of the treaty until the |
[ War of 1812, the subjects of the United
States had, in common with the sub-
Jeets of Great Britain, under clause
three of that treaty, the right to ﬁsh}
the bays, creeks and harbors of '
ever sige no  matter whether '
Laiu'led to be within or without the
jurisdiction of Great Britain,

Bir Charles Fitzpatrick—And that
rightéwas renounced by the treaty of
1818~sis that it? i
Mr."'Warren—Not- at all Betweén
the treaty of 1783.and.the negothtion
of the treaty of 1818 the Jjurisdiction ef
Great Britain as to bays came to be
},eﬁned as T shall show befors
iscussion is over, and when the 'treaty
lof 1818 was drawn the  negotiators

B as to the extent of territorial b:ys
“Judge Gray—I understand. then.that
‘hen“you say that the consequence of

bays as stich was made in that period Few what Great Britain was claim-

« the ‘British position is that the United

tes, by the treaty of 1818 renounced
e right to fish on the high seas, to a
rtain extent, you mean that those
ays which were more than six miles

Is that

ment he held"the ‘logest dttention of | 183 in width, €hus comprehending the Ht?

the tribunal and’ opposmg counsel.

‘In opening counsel, disclaimed any (to be closed a.ga(mst the vessels f
| fear as expressed %y one of the coun~; t

‘sél for Great Britain that the recox-1
| nition of the cla.fm of the United|
States - by the tribunal would result
lin difficulties and disputes’ in every
part of the world. In fact the claim
| of the United States had been prac-
| tically acknowledged by Great Bri-
| tain in May, 1845, when it was statod
lin a note from Lord Stanley that His|
| Majesty’s government proposed to -re-
gard as bays those inlets of the sear
‘which measure from headland to head-
land at their entrance the double dis-
/tance of three miles within’ which it
will still be prohibited to the fisher-
men of the United States to approach
(the coast for the purpose of fishing,
| Counsel also quoted Professor Wes
lake, til recently pmteasor of iu-
tﬁrﬁaﬂmx law
,-Eng

lpn;sm' ‘of the xnsuuma of .In
| national Law to’the effec that bay:
ch have an entrance ‘net exceed
six miles in width, no matter how
| widely they may expand, beiong ‘ol
tlze adjoining sta.te.

tcndmg Chlmq g{ the Two Na-

ions,

cnmpa,red earefuny the
‘cémr-ter clalms of the governments.

ssion which claimed that the word
s in the treaty meant all those wa-
which at the time everyone knew

nuncihitory article of the treaty in-
cludes all tracts of water which were,
n as bays in 1818 and that the
marine miles must be measurmal
a line drawn between the head-

alde couneel

he matter, quoting freely from the {six miles wide and therefore the line
ish case as presented to the comn-

bays. and the term bays in the re-

waters close upon the shores sought'

the UMted Bta.tei

Poutmn of thc ilmhd States.
The positfon ol %‘he Umhed States
is, in that respect, t)!; ‘wanting a
specific assertion of fténded Jjuris-
diction over ‘bodies: of water: outside

Mr. Warren—That is part of it. But
the government of Great Britain do
inot limit their claim here to territorial |
waters, but extend ‘their claim to what
they are pleased to call geographical
waters and they ‘fdil to discuss and
refuse to disguss the question of the
jérisdiction of Great Britain over l;uy i
las understi

| the acknowledgeil three: m»e limit, the:
only bays.that co ave bgen under-|
'stood to have bien included, ‘and
could within the cnmprehension of the!
negotiators have bee
have been included

treaty itself.
And so during the negot s, the
records -of the negotiations - Cwill be

searched in vain for any assertion of !
jurisdiction ever bays as against the,
fishermen of the United States and’
presented and made to the United

|States, larger or greater in extent than

those bays’ fa‘und ‘within the three mlle
limit. ‘

The Three Ma e Limit Outside the Bays-

Continuln “Mr. Warren took up. the
matter of the three mile limit outside
of bays and said that when the ling
was drawn fellowing the sinuoisities
of the coast, the lines coming from
opposite directions would meet a point
three miles from each shore of a bay

across six mile bays was a natural one.
‘The three-mile-from-land rule exclud-
ed the fishing vessels from such baas,
{crecks or harbors, as it would be im-
possible to enter them without pass-
ing through waters within three miles
from the coast at the entrance.

That is, instead of opening a space

fishermen, the negotiators of the treaty
llextended the three mile line opposite

Ithe entrame of all hays to the six mile |

3 t.hia had not been done
ere wonm have been a triangular

iunz eml would haye
ckﬁadiﬂifh in a space

underitgg% :
lying landward of thé three-mile line |

determined upon’ by the Man of thel

of water to constant contention among |

ped body of water cwer which end- }

0od’ between ‘{he negoﬁs'ffora
rior to the treaty of 1818, in contms
stinction 6 the want of any discus-|
sion after the treaty of 1783

! SWORDFISH LARGEST CAUG HT.

z‘bﬂe Taken by S;.h
' Weighed 917 Pounds Before Drejung

| The swordfish landed ‘at T ‘wharf
‘by sch, Olivia Sears'’ yesterday,
| thought to be the largest ever brought
;O Boston, The fish weighed 550"

ounds when dressed, and 91% pounds |

iwhen taken
,‘sword was 4
122 pounds.

{ John ¥F. Perry
‘crew, harpooned : the fish 43 miles
inﬁortheast of Thacher’s island, the lily-
firon entering straight to the spine and
iproducing almost. instant death. Had
{Perry failed to make a good cast, the
Estrug‘gle to land the big fish would
Iha\e sbeen a hard one, as many a fish
\"exghmg less than 200 pounds has
wrecked dories sent out to bring it in.
The fish was more than twice the size
of an ordinary swordfish.

from the water. The
feet long, and weighed

Halibut Sales.

The fare of fresh halibut of sch.|
Cavalier was 8old to the New England
Company at § 1-2 cents right through,
| and that of sch. Senator was bought
pound for wﬁlte and 6 cents for
gray.,

The fare of sch. Colonial sold to the
American Halibut Company at 8
cents per pound for white and 6
centé per ‘pound for gray.

‘and come
acknowl-
eat

b Fishing Fleet Movements.

Scl;xs; Bohemia, Rex, Muriel and
Gov. Russell arrived at Canso Monday

’ 1ast aml cieared ‘or the ﬂshmg ground.

' Olivia " Sears

of the schooner’s

| by the same company at 8 cents pery




Portiand dealérs appear to be alive ‘to
thq cituntmn, and rﬁf c forth .H

Haxty, formerly of this cxW,
buying fish for Boston pan:ties. ‘
: il give you 310 cents right
gk, said Harty.
““If you want those halibut,” sa
Portland buyer, “You will have ‘to
for them, Harty, and I will raise
offer to 10 1-2 cents.” ;
The Boston representative ng‘“

. a minute a;nd made a further b :
11 cents. o
“That is first rate,’ said the: ?'on:z

ia.né man, “and 1 am glad to see you
so generous toward the ‘hardy fisher
men, so I wm glve 11 14 4 ngat
through.”

The Boston man appeared to ‘be
dumbfounded, while .. - Capt. - Wharton
said nothmg, only looked on at t.he-'

fup

“Well » said Harty, “1 mu call qp
Boston by p]mne and let you knew
what I shall do further.” &

“But it is an oid saying #that “de-
lays are dangerous,” so Cap - Whart-

on sold them at the latter !'fer, with=1

out any more ceremony. ’I’hus ended
this wihm tion sale, the ﬁrst om
ever seen i Portland. 4

The trip comprised 18 006 munds :(» f
halibut, 6000 pounds of ‘cusk and 10.-
000 pounds of hake, on wb% good
stock of: 32460 was reahzadz gnd Lhe
crew shared $59 each. o e

:e,avy; fishing was
gﬁ good, and a

3 { ;he og hfted,,
and stars shnne !
 the brmuﬂtqy of

Sch. Albert W. Black Now Leads

‘. Portland Fioct.m o

Unless some other nkipper bams him
later on Capt. Granville Johnson of
the sch, Albert W. Black, will have
the distinction of being high. llner of
the Porltand swordfishers. He re-
turned to Portland Tuesday in his
craft and brought back werd that in
two trips, both of w’hxehﬁ 1
in Boston he had stocke

Monday the Black arr )
ton with her second trip of the big
fish, She had 40 in that lot and as
Capt. Johnson struck thaé*ﬁ;;m'ket
it was near its highest level he |

gave the sch T enousla ‘to bring
total up to 0. |
Yesterday e skinpm along
waterrﬂmt wer
Johnson on his §
garded as all
view of the fa
sea,snn has goﬁe

have been out after them have brought

Others have
and Bessie, another
fleet, returned tﬁero

Four more seiners have a
fish so no encouragin
s is received today fmw;& New

Geived 20 cents a poruud for’ the f”

ady gone, in addition to one'
omer fitted with hooml e

a failure. Very few M the craft that

down  there this ‘&tmmer “and |

back enoug e*;e!% to meet expenses.

The uampts of ﬁnh at thu port to-

- [day thow a slight improvement, but

it is not ;H thqk ll«dtlil“d The ar-

~ vivals this morning with fish were sch.

Cavalier<with 50,000 pounds of fresh
’nahhut,‘ae . Eugenia from a handline
i f pounds of salt

¢ ch. William H. Moody from
.Geowu ‘me pounds  of salt
cod. The two latter vessels are of |

{the Sriith ‘& Co. fleet.
Two: of ry handline fleet
arriy ing the noon jschs. An-

nie ith 250800 pounds of salt
cod . “Tatfler 2 with 200,000
|poungds, whi h %ter!}lly fricreased the

day g recei Ly

{ d M%ISO ,000 pounds of
salt ds of fresh
fish and" 5“(:1!; ﬁ;mcfa with 140,000
pounds_ gf “fish and 10 000 pounds
’ er-with sch. Senator
of halibut, ' also

R
¥

with : 30,00

came in this noon, which all to-
|gether m‘a?k ‘ ecéipts the largest
{for any one da; in a“long time. T
. The a arrivals ‘and !‘eceipts in .detail |
1arer J ;7 &

| ﬁdty' Aﬂrw;ﬁp ang ‘Receipts.’

| Seh. Cgu?le;ﬁ Davis “Strait, 50,000
{1hs. “halib g

| Sch, Bugenial ‘%stern Bank, 80,000,

iyia Sea;-i,"ma Boston.
St”zuex J’opmige, via Boston. ¢
l %Taxtiau, Quero Bafik, dory hand- |
liningy 3&;&)00 1bs. salt cod. ‘
,ie /M.' Parker, Quero Bank,
lining, 250 000, Tbs: salt cod.
ator, . pHave Bank, 140,000
q fish, OEW ibs salt cod,

&k

Seh. Harmony, haddocking
. 8ch Francis J. O'Hara, shacking.
‘Sch.. Congueror, shacking.
" ‘Arcadia, dory handlining.
- &:h. Little Fannie; Boston.

: ?@d;y’s Fish Market.
‘Hantmpe Georges cod, large, $4 per
cwt.; medium, $3.37%.
‘Traw Georges cod, large, $3.76 per
cwt.; medium, $3.25.
Traw& ‘bank - cod, large, $3.35 per
cwt.; medium, $3.
Drift. Georges cod, large, $3.76 per
cwt.; medium, $3.37%.
Salt cusk, large, $2.50 per cwt.; me-
dium, ;.2.
Salt haddock, $1.25 per cwt.
Sait hake, ;‘1.25 per cwt.
Salt polloak, $1.25 per cwt.
| Dory handline cod, large, $3.75 per
cwt.; ‘medium, $3.37 1-2.
Splitting prices for fresh fish:
Western ceod, large, $2.25. per cwt.;
medium, $1. 75.
Eastern cod, large, $1.90 per cwt.,
medium, $1.65; snappers, 60 cts.
Western Bank cod, large ;w 1-3
per cwt.., med:ium. $165.
- Cusk, large, ¥1 60 per cwt.; medlum.
$1.20; snappers, 50 cts ~ .
Hadbek, $1 per cwt.; hake, ME »er
iewt.; dressed pollock, 75 ets. mowt..
raund pwock, 70 ets, per owt. . ;
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Continuing  the Xfifiuﬂ.ﬁssi:m “ ﬁﬁ
‘term “bays” before The Ha, ¢ trib
unal in the hearing on tho ﬂhﬁ
lantic  fisheries questis on, ~ H. ;
Warren in behalf of the ‘Umted S i"’n
showed that it had not been th po-
sition of the qovimment of Great
Britain to lay claim as against ‘the
fishermen of the United States t6any
part of the high seas, disrégarding. of
course now the nature of the right of

| Great Britain to the trlaupalar shaped
bodies of watur prewaudf rnferréa to.

s i
+

New R:ght From Newfoune and.

sented, where the United Sfl{eg., “ne
matter what its nopulatlou* Mdﬂgz
to wrest from the people of the colony

of New foundti‘ﬂd,
population is, a ri

cently been @ggeﬂted to t}ie p

of the United States’ ﬁ: e of ifs
value, but it is & great :?ﬂcal p&—
session of the mnation, and was. so
considered from 1732 Was ¥80
sidered priorto 1782, bl’ the ubj

of Great Britain. residing in  ter
tory subsequently becoming & ‘part uf

‘which . has ‘r

©gunsel & it was T | the United Stateg, and was, eo?gld-
cause the \:ﬁ whi hep;?:DS %' ;redlu; . mOtqu?s gﬂ 5
to present to the tribuinal had n the negotiations of b
pr L::ed at various s %n hﬁl After this Treaty of «ﬁie fisher-
the government of Great ﬁrx*a!n that des henceforth he ag;ail, dn part, ‘1
their position' regarding their righfs {52y, to the colo ,c@’h“* hag de-
in the North Atlantig Gcean o this jclared their independence.’yThe - pos-
question of the*exfienf “of 'e,qmrﬁi'sessxnn of th ’fpas in?ermh.-
waters has never rious! en- gled with ti ggles for in-
furced against the vesselg ol | dependence, ‘a Ssessioff mow
United States = & $y " ® . i became B s ‘varczl of the nq—:
The British cass Says that tms q‘m- tional pronerty, dar tﬁ:esg of
~—not by virtae oh,the treaty'o 8‘¥—~—

tion of hays has not ‘been discussed
since 1888, hut the nature of the or-
‘ders prior to that time were ma@atd-
ance with the' construction’ now con-
tended for by the United ‘!ltatec.t

Censtruction of the Umﬂd ﬁﬁtn
Adopted by Great Bntainm

Counsel further said it would appear
{also that there was n dispui.e be-
tweep the two governments re ing

(th: construction of the treaty nnw:‘al
'to this question for over 20 yéars aiter
| the signing of the treaty of 1818 so
| there was a period of 20 years or thore
| imimediately following the signing. of
the treaty when the donsiruction “of
the United Stites was adopted by
| Great Britain,"and there has :1so heén
| a period of about 20 years immedjate=.
ly preceding this submission  duting
{ which' construetion  of ‘the United
| States of this clause of the treaty Las
been concurred in by Great Britain,
‘It will also appear that this question
' of the extent of territorial waters was
at no time, prior to the azate differ-
ences of 1905 between the two gov-
| ernments, concerning altogether Qif-
ferent clauses of the treaty of 1818, a |
stibject of controversy = between the
Dhited States and Great Britain rep-
|resenting the colony of Great Britain.

I.ltor lmtruetlom Issued But Nwer
" Enforced.

~ Afterwards both the British and Ca-
wwithout any reser-
issued instructions

line ﬂra"vm from shore to shore at the
where the body of watgr first con-
to the width of ten miles.
instructions were never put in
first, because of the system of |
g cem;es which prevailed after ||
| of the reciprocity

trea : ‘secondly, when then,
;yntem af grﬁmﬂnz licenses was termi- | :
‘ in 1870, the government of Great |
in maisted, quite different orders

t
i

: Mitiu 1
are genmpmcal btws, tha
risdiction

 the time of this treaty se&rmwledghg
the mdppendunee oF

but acknowledged as a part of * the
national prqngxty, d)y ,,the treaty L
1783, s i
These fisheries Were fr
forth to e enjeyed in com

i
until after the war of isu;'
ple of the United: &a@ eﬂfﬁﬁ,&d
fisheries along c&m%
rehendiﬁg

 have . stated, m
or water of wlgi;teva!‘ dime 8.
The governmentgof Great B gﬁn :
Made No Clai 3

possessions bm-dering the North« A |
lantic acsainst @M ﬁshing veasf;ls or
the United smm i

It is most apparent that no exclus— ‘

a,ga.ivst the people of
ted Smtee by Gre&t Britnin on’

erjovment of the ﬁsheﬂes by;hésuh-
jeets of Great Britain could he as-

quiesced in by the mhablt.anm,,pt the |

United States on the other hanﬁ
it is an undiapmeﬂ fact—and t‘
ﬁowmvnts on both sides will’
searched in, vain for® unyﬁﬁng th»u
ccentradicts that fact that trozﬁ 1783
until the war of 1812, the peﬁplo of
the United States.enjoyed t:hm fish-
eries in all the bays, creeks and har-
bors of the Mrth Atl&ntk‘ consl,
‘whercver resorteﬁ to by Bﬂnsh fish-
ermen.

The divergence m the vlews of thm
two powers.as to ‘the comi!mation of
the liberty of the inhabitants of the
United States under the second part
of article three of the treaty of 1753
{arose after the te ation of the war
‘of 1812. The difference referred to in
the preamble of the treaty of 1813,
which the negotiafors of it treagy
of 1818 undertook to compose, emergad
entirely .from this divergence in the

%gg‘vfﬁ}w after the war of 1812

gcla.lmac that \a certain part of the
i fabrogated by the war of 1812,

5_

This is no new queét!w noﬁ N& Ths

no matter what,1 jts |

%n

,iggst‘: :

‘the. * Uni- ef

‘ abrogated the liberty of American fish- |

d in’ the treat
of 1818, because in 1783 there was no
attempt to defin )
Great Britaj
\been, inasmufﬂ; tﬁe ﬂshdfmen
the United States had the ‘right
approach the shores in all of
bays, creeks !
ever extent,

fUéltod States Iacogm
Britain at the Close |
Warren . ‘then quoted from

by Great
the War,

wha

z?wgea ‘betwepn. Ear] Bathurst anad
i:f yhn. Quimy Adams, then minister to
at’ Britain in which = the  latter

'ticle in the treaty of 1783 had been
saia,
“that ‘Great Britain could not permn
g &euels of: the Imluﬂ States ’o
thin the creeks and c¢lose upon
g lores’ of the British territories,
50 on ‘the other hand it was by 1o
€al¥ﬁ’her intention to interrupt them
shing anywhgre in the open sea
thout the territorial jurisflictim,
ine Teague from the shore.”
kipg " @ip the diplomatic corra-
dence, he then showed that this
Jiitan'f’w and o formal note from Mr.
Adaml \vere the basis upon whic¢h the
‘negotiations ‘were conducted and were
the onl things considered in the
4 structions to their representatives giv.
err by “both - governments, and - the
terms- exclusive British juris@iction,
British "limits, maritime limits and
exclgsjye sovereignty of Great Britain
were .ysed by the representaﬂve.s of
the two Jfgoyvernments and subsequen:-
ly. by_the ‘negotiators in “the sense and
in qccord“u(e with the defimtitm giv-
en to thgse terms in the interviéw be-
tweentLond Bathurst and as suﬁed hye
thmmter of Mr. Adams to Lord B&.th-a

£

ese’ nmotes and interviews Js

u;ui btatemeut of the position of
Great ‘Britain. - They constitute ‘the
istatement of the British claim. Ameri-
‘ean fishing vessels would not be al-
fish within the erecks and.

,M umh the shores of the. possesa

S ‘of. “Great Britain in North

erlca. nor would the government
qﬂ' er ‘Britain interrupt fishing be-
Jpnﬂ 4 marine league from the shore.
Close upon the shores were ithe
g‘_reeim and waters within the terri-
igg-ia! Jurisdiction of Great Bnta.m

the Sca, a marine league from
sﬁores was not within the exclueﬂ'e
territorial  jurisdiction of Gredt Brithiji.
As stated - sby Mr. Bagot, within the
‘Bnush limits lay the creeks and
harpbrs close upon the  shore

iRd
I within the marifinie limits, he ds"t;ﬁéa

later Lhe mterdicted waters Beyond

Extended Junsdlctnon.
It is asserted that the war of' 1812

ing vessels within the territorial juris- |
diction of Great Britain, which was |
stated to extend three marine miles
#ifrom the shore, and within which lay
. fithe harbors and creeks close upon the
shores that were thereafter to be
closed to the fishing vesséls of the
United States. Counsel said he wish-
ed to ask the Tribunal: If the govern-
ment of CGreat Britain had been ad-
vancing a claim to exclusive jurigdic-

tion in respect of the fisheries over
large areas of water extending many
miles from the shore, would the claim

bave been stated in the terms em-

pleyed by Lord Bathurst, that there-

after the vessels of the United States

would not be permitted to fish within

the creeks and close upon the shores
of the British territories; nor would

t 'y be interrupted in fishing without
territorial jurisdiction a marine:
leagues from the shores?

‘hereafter, when ILord Castlereagh,

views of the two governmtmts as 1o

or Lord Bathurst, or Mr. Bagot, on the
part of the government of Great Brit- .
ain, and Mr. Monroe and Mr. Rush, on |
e part of the United States, and, as
tated, later, when the ‘negotiations of '
the treaty of 1818 used the terms “ter-
torial jurisdicmm," “excmsne juris-
dkztlon of Great Britain” “maritime
“the Bpritish limits,”

/ h v British Sov-
ritannic Ma-
Domln’tons anr&hrlca ” they re-
’to a jurisdiction over the sea

Sritain ag against the fig
”itm Uhnited States.
o

Britain, criticised the st:it'

without controversy, mnde
he territorial jurisdiction |
; mérine league from the gh
ﬁwhich lay the creeks and w:
jupon the shores denied to
¥ £sels of the United States
!disclosed by the notes, w
subsequently in' the hands

measure of their respeéctive

Adams g0 understood the exte
exclusive
Great Britain wag because
urst had so stated. the eclai
Britain in the interview
to. the attention of the Tr
about

mﬁde an
msde no claim to extended j
over bodies
pubhc or, to geographers ' as
on ;

rermitted to fish within the crel
close ‘Upon the sghores of the !
territories and would net be
from fishing without
Jjurisdiction of a ‘marine
the shore, "
M TR A

J negotiationé in he

I
when opéning in he
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and 20,000 pot
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The amount of fish Mu
will doubtless exceed dem

scme  of the
splitters,

well supplied and prices
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onding i od of la: :

ishermen

ose of their fa.res

fish at Gloucester are’ lig:m: th
be no trouble in Qeetin %ﬁ’
diate disposal for curi

The fares and ,pgicqg;,j%& ¢

cod, 1000 hake. f
Seh. Gracie, 3000 cod, ‘23
: Sch. Little Fa.nnio, 12
Sch,
Sch,
Sch. ]
Sch. Mary T. Fallg
7000 cod, i
Sch. Warren M. Gdg
haddoek, 2500 cod, 18, D
Sch. Teresa and Alice,
dock, 3000 cod, 7000 hake.
Sch. Rebecca, 2500 hé.dd ‘

{7000 cusk 1 i
Sch. Georgianna, 4000, ha 0& 20,-
000 cod, 85,000 hake, 15,001 4
Sch. Regtna.
cod, 24,000 hake.
Sch, Arb
cod. i
Sch. and Jeﬂnie, 31
Sech. Re abral, 4000 had
000 ¢ :

24,000

Sck
60,000 baake 51100 cusl

Hfzddock $2 to $2
cod, 3 d
thake, ;1 to $1.25; poll
{swordfish, 14 1-2 cts.
{9 cts. per 1h,

hoisting the bask
Capt. Frank Nu
two-horse power

e Hanker have
gailed for i‘i rth Qawand sehl

setson weuld
g0 (w - in )histﬁrﬁ;‘ s the leanest

shery since it{- incep-
| ﬂrs ago

ge,* which ar-
Yarmouth, V.
erday, blduébt mong; her cw»at
I‘CSh m%ke: |

X

glen and give,
erabjet trouble.

tau&ﬁ- ' ’iﬁg'ms Preak
the I thamﬁ W ~other nations‘.
It will need more ‘crazy
wriﬁngs of waavé to alienate the
friemdship* whi ~L:_;!Newf6undhnﬁera |
‘have amlways held for Americans—no

- : ‘Theiﬂague

S

hhs H:IMt ‘and Salmon,
Word ’vhas been receiveﬁ that sch

ibut and.
‘something ‘1€W “for 1
but ig ds not a s rprise as,ieveral sal-
e been % 1
cent}y @\c veﬁf #ﬂshmg s abnut the
hammt xﬁbunds HovelRn o

he fare QI isalt“ and fregh cod otk
Rbmance was, sold to Gebrge Pera I,

§
|
enonihg ere-"

Rcuipu of Bik today nur*’&‘;nﬁnad'
tto ‘the dory hundhm trips of sch.
‘Gm;iiiclmwboll thh 160,000 pounds, .
and sch. Teazer, via Boston with 40,.
000 pounds of fresh mixed fish. But
as there are a number of vessels due,
some drf ﬂngy wil] doubtless -tjrivg
durmg the day. . g’

Thegshore boats continue to ﬂnd
poor fishing and what they bring in/
a®é disposed of for immediate use.

‘Phe arrivals and receipts in detuxi
are. {

*dqy s Arrivals and Receipts.
rgie‘Campbell Quero, 160-:
csalt cod ¢ i
eazer, via Boston, 40,000 lbs.i
h. %
: Ap.gie and Jennie, via Boston.
i —12‘*-"—-
sels ‘Sailed.

; , “dritting.
S(:h8 Puagot, rif’ung
o Behr B »C‘oqney, shacking.
,Bch Exg aga,rs, swordfishing.
Rﬂﬁnce, swordfishing. !
ﬁch ‘Edith, haddecking. |
Sch, E}q’iph,ﬁ‘ Hall, seining. ;

._p..q.ﬁ._...._
réf’[odny’s Fish Market. |
'I-Iandnm Geotges cod, targe, $4 per
cim;. medium, $3.37%. ‘

'l‘rw Georges ced, large, $3.75. per:

eth" ‘ Su 25.
“”J;‘m : cod’f large, $3.35 pep
owt.; medlum,,

Pﬂft Georges cod large, $3.75 per
t.; medium, $2.37%.
‘Salt-cusk, large, 32.5\) per cwt.; me-
dium, $&
iSalt Mck %1 25 per cwt.
84 t.‘!mke. $1.26 per cwt.

) $1.25 per cwt.
Doiiy‘ hﬁlﬁm cod, large, $3.75 per

: 'mgdlum, $3.37 1-2.
; g prices for fresh fish:
cod, large, $2.25 per cwt.;

cod, large, $1.90 per cwt.;
1.55; snappers, 60 cts.
i Bank cod, large $2.12 1-2
wi..; medium, $165.
sk, large, $1.60 per cwt.; medium,
snappers, 50 cts
Hadeck, $1 per cwt.; hake, $1.05 per
cw:tg .dréssed pollock, 75 cts. per cwt.; !
%m@a pollock, 70 cts. per cwt. |

% A ; Fuhmg Fleet Movements.

~Sch. William T. Reed, swordfishing,
| arrived at leerpool N S on Tues-é
day. |
Schs. Elector and Madonna arrived
at Shelburne, 'N. ‘8, on Tuesday last
. lmd cleared for the fishing ground.
4 h, Gladiator arrived at Canso on
sday last. |
Sahs Bohemia, and Govemct Russell
sailed from there the same day. . |
Sch. Volant of this port put i»nto
Shelburne on her way to the fishing
grounds, Master being sick wishcd
medical treatment.
Sch., William E. Morriasey put into
|Shelburne the first of the week o
4take on board .some of her. crew who |

on her the ﬁrst trip.




